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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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6) |EI Claim(s) 1-4,6-25 is/are rejected. 
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1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4,6-9,1 1,12,14-23,25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ruffner (U.S. Patent No. 6,035,253) in view of Stroup et al (U.S. 
Patent No. 3,090,427). Ruffner discloses a wall 15,16,20,21 with a set of doors 
comprising a first flexible door 12 having sealing elements 65,66,68,69, a second door 
1 1 having a rigid bottom edge with the flexible door 12 at least partially being arranged 
between the second door 1 1 and the wall 15,16,20,21 . While Ruffner does not disclose 
the use of guide strips, Stroup et al disclose a door with a rigid bottom edge comprising 
a guide strip 9 on the wall 1 and a guide strip 20 on bottom edge of the door 19, 
wherein, to incorporate this teaching into the door of Ruffner for the purpose of guiding 
and maintaining a sealing engagement with the set of doors would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art. 

2. Claim 10, 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ruffner (U.S. Patent No. 6,035,253) in view of Stroup et al (U.S. Patent No. 3,090,427) 
as applied to claims 1-4,6-9,11,12,14-23 above, and further in view of Church (U.S. 
Patent No. 4,141,403). While Ruffner does not disclose the use of a cylinder for a guide 
surface, Church discloses a door using a cylinder 44,45 as a guide surface, wherein, to 
incorporate this teaching into the wall with a set of doors of Ruffner, as modified by 
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Stroup et al, for its explicit purpose of guiding would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art. 

3. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ruffner 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,035,253) in view of Stroup et al (U.S. Patent No. 3,090,427) as 
applied to claims 1 -4,6-9,1 1 ,1 2,14-23 above, and further in view of Horner et al (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,887,385). While Ruffner does not disclose guide tracks which are 
elastically or pivotably mounted to the wall, Horner et al disclose a door comprising 
guide tracks 20 which are elastically or pivotably mounted 48 to a wall, wherein, to 
incorporate this teaching into the wall with a set of doors of Ruffner, as modified by 
Stroup et al, for the purpose of accommodating the movement of the doors would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art. 

4. The applicant argues that Ruffner does not show or teach that the flexible door is 
supported against the bottom edge of the second door when this second door is in the 
open position for all embodiments of the set of doors represented in the drawings of 
Ruffner have a free space between the bottom edge of the rigid door and the flexible 
door, and further nor does Ruffner suggest that a seal is formed between the flexible 
door and the bottom edge of the rigid door. This is not convincing for it is the reference 
to Stroup et al which teaches the use of a guide strips which have the explicit purpose 
of contacting the door so as to provide a seal. 

The applicant argues that Stroup does not disclose that the strip 9 on the wall 
and the strip 20 on the bottom edge of the door constitute a guide strip for these strips 
are resilient seal strips and since Stroup describes a door wherein the tracks of the door 
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are swung rearwardly on the initial opening of the door the seal strips 9 and 20 must 
avoid contacting any moving surface during the displacement of the door. Applicant's 
contention that the seal strips of Stroup must avoid contacting any moving surface is 
based upon conjecture for there is nothing to indicate that the seal strips cannot be in 
contact with a moving surface. 

The applicant states that there is no suggestion or motivation to combine the 
disclosure of Stroup with that of Ruffner. This is not convincing for each of the 
references to Stroup and Ruffner are from the applicant's field of endeavor, wherein, the 
applicant is presumed to have full knowledge of the prior art in their respective field. 

The applicant argues that Ruffner does not disclose the presence of a guide 
surface either on the wall above the bay or on the rigged bottom edge of the second 
door and that Stroup has only one door and does not have any guide surface for this 
door. One cannot show non-obviousness by attacking the references individually 
where as here the rejections are based on a combination of references. 

All the claimed elements including a first flexible door, a second door with a rigid 
bottom edge, and seal strips which have an outer surface capable of providing the 
claimed functional recitation of guiding are known in the prior art and one skilled in the 
art could have combined the elements as claimed by known methods with no change in 
their respective functions, and the combination would have yielded predictable results to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 

Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 



5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to David M. Purol whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6833. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Katherine Mitchell, can be reached at (571) 272-7069. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/David M Purol/ 
David M Purol 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3634 
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